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FELLOW CITIZENS:

The political contest through which we have recently
passed has terminated in electing to the Presidency and the
Vice Presidency the candidates of the Cincinnati Convention.
The obsolete political issues of former years showi;no disposition to revive, and no new issues can take precedence of
that which is now awaiting the action of the incoming administration. T he great contest still is, whether freedom or
slavery shall be national, one party claiming, with the framers
of the constitution, that the national government shall do
nothing whatever to extend or sustain the claim of property
in man, and the otller that it shall afford it everywhere the
same protection that it does to any other species of property.
The Republican party agree to hold all other questions secondary to this, until it is settled permanently in favnr of constitutional liberty. We desire a.s good citizens that the next
administration may be guided by a morn just, conservative
and constitutional policy than has governed that which is
about to retire. Yet we cannot forget with what solemn
promises of pacific measures in regard to the slavery question
Mr. Pierce took the oath of office, nor how entirely he has
disregarded every obligation thus a~sumed.
There are some signs favorable to the cause of freedom,
which afford us encouragement as a party, and indicate that
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our labors have been attended with good results. Among
these we bail as good omens the symptoms of a more humane
direction of affairs in Kansas,-the modified tone of the press
which defended the measru·es of the present, and advocated
the election of the incoming administration,-and the declarations now everywhere made at the North that Kausas shall
come into the Union as a free State. If it really turns out
that our opponents, stimulated by our show of strength, or
from a worthier motive, return to the policy of the constitution and its founders, our object is gained, and our success
as a party is none the less gratifying because it is the result
of moral rather than of political power.
ORIGIN.AL POLICY AS TO SLAVERY.

The departure from the original policy of our government
has involved the councils of the nation in confusion, and
threatened the cause of civil liberty with the deadliest peril.
lt has led to the introduction into the administration of this
government of a power before which all policies, all measures,
all obligations, in their nature conservative of free institutions, have been rendered of no effect.
Slavery was in existence at the time when the constitution
was established. We do not propose to treat it as a religious or theological question. Whether slavery in the abstract be invariably siMful or only a moral evil-whether at
some period of Jewish history the principle of holding men
as chattels persnual was sanctioned or condemned by the
ancient law, we leave for diacussion in its appropriate place.
Political action, unless it be 1,evolutionary, must be controlled
by existing laws, and must proceed in accordance with the
constitution of the laud. Now the constitution of the United
States, the supreme arbiter of all political action short of
revolution, does assume that such distinctions among the
people as slavery and orders of nobility, whatever may be
their moral character, are contrary to the ends of government, and while it leaves altogether to the States the slavery
existing within their jurisdiction, it is careful to provide for
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liberty and against slavery throughout the jurisdiction of the
government it establishes. Wherever that government comes
in immediate contact with personal rights, it can only regard
slavery as a wrong to be righted. Slavery can exist only
where undclegated State power stands between the beneficent provisions of the constitution and the slave. Of course
the constitution does not provide for the extension of slavery,
either by the creation of new slave States or otherwise, but
it does provide for the extension of those broad principles
of impartial law with which slavery is always and everywhere
at war. It did not provide for the abolition of slavery, because it expected the States to do that, as, in fact, half of
them did. At the time of the adoption of the constitution
some of the people of the slave States opposed it, because
its drift and tendency were so wholly in farnr of liberty that
it was supposed slave property could not stand before it.'fhcy were quieted by such statesmen as .Madison, who held,
as we now do, that existing slavery ,vas left to the States,
and the constitution only applied to the general policy of the
nation in the field conceded to the federal government. To
say that by the popular will, sectioual or national, slavery
can be extended under and by means of the fede ral constitution equally with liberty, is to ignore the revolution or deny
its success. It is to extract from the constitution all its significance and put us back where we were under the shadow
of a foedal throne.
As a political party our action against the extension of
slavery is based upon our rights and duties as citizeus of this
government. We should proceed in the prescribed channels,
because libe1-ty, to be of service, must reign through law and
order. In our organization we have sought fixed principles
to save us on the one hand from anarchy, and on the other
from despotic encroachments.
T he theory of our government at its commencement, and
that which has obtained within the last thirty years on the
question of slavery, are thoroughly contradictory.
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POW.ER OF CONGRESS OVER THE TERRITORIES.

We premise what we have to say on this subject with a
few historical factH. The adoption of the Declaration of
Independence was the act that made the American people a
nation. It united them into one confederacy-dissolved
their connection with other forms of government, and became
the fundamental law of the land-the great charter of principles to guide them in forming and conducting government
among themselves as one people.
Early in the history of the colonies there was evinced by
the people a great aversion to the purchase of sla,cs. .Mas•
sachusetts and Virginia both legislated against it. 'I'hc
provinces would gladly have put an end to the traffic before
the era of independence. They were overruled liy th0
English Go,crnmcnt, which l1ad forced slavery upon this
country. 'l'his state of feeling was prevalent when the articles of confederation were agreed to in 1777.
The ordinance for the organization and government of the
territory north-west of tho Ohio was passed on the 13th of
July, 1787, by the Congress assembled under the articles of
confederation at New York, and at the very time the convention for framing the con::,titution was in session at Philadelphia. There was free intercourse and interchange of
opinion between the members of the two bodies. T his ordinance prohibited slavery in all the territory then belongiug
to the United States.
Congress continued to legislate and execute the powers of
the United States under the articles of confederation until
the present constitution was adopted. Each State bad one
vote, and no question could be determined unless by the
votns of a majority of the States. The Constitution of the
United States, which was adopted to perfect and complete
our political existence as a nation, went into operation in
April, 1789. Tho priYilcgc of becoming members of the
American Union, by mere ratification, was reserved to parties
of the confederation.
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'rhe Constitution proYides fo1· the admission of new States
in the third article, fourth section, in the following "'ords :
,: Xew States may be admitted by the Congress into this
Union." It also declares in the fourth article, third section,
that "the Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or
other property belonging to the United States."
Judge Story says," The power of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and universal, and thcil' legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and unlimited,
unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the cessions,
or by the ordinance of 1787, under which any part of it has
been settled."
In August, 1189, Congress, under the Constitution, passed
an act giving full effect to the Ol'dinance of July 13th, 1787.
'l'here was but one government in the territory till 1800.
Subsequently Congress authorized the orp:anization of territorial governments in all respects similar to the proYisions
of the ordinance of l 787.
In Indiana, l\1ay 7th, 1800; in :Michigan, January, 11th,
1805; in Illinois, February 3d, 1809; in Wisconsin, April
20th, 1836.
In 1803 Indiana petitioned Congress for a suspension of
the pro,ision in the ordinance prohibiting sla,cry. The
petition was referred to a Committee of the llouse. Hon.
John Randolph, chairman of the committee, repo1-ted against
suspending, and the House concurred.
The pcopl.: of Ohio, of Indiana, and of Illinois, were each
authorized by Congress to form a constitution and State
go,crnment, "pro,idcd the same be not repugnant to tho
ordinance of 1781."
The power of Congress to legislate in all respects for tho
Territories and to prohibit slarnry therein, we regard as established.
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PERIOD WHEN THE CONSTITUTION WAS ADOPTED.

The history of the period when the Constitution was
framed and adopted shows conclusively that sla,ery was
e,erywhcre regarded as a moral and political evil. Sla,ery
was terminated in this State under and by an act of the General Assembly at the February term, 1184, entitled ".A.n act
authorizing the .)fauumission of N"egroes, :Mulattoes and
others, and for the gradual abolition of Slavery,'' the preamble of which we quote from the State Schedules :
"Whereas all men are entitled to life, liberty and tbo
pursuit of happiness, and the holding mankind in a state of
slavery as private property, which has gradually obtained by
unrestrained custom and the permission of the laws, is r epugnant to this principle, and sub,·ersive of the happiness of
mankind, tho great end of all civil go,ernment.
'fhercfore be it enacted," &c.
We also quote from the act of ratification of the constitution by Rhode Island.
" We the delegates of tho people of the State of Rhode
Island and Providence Plantatior,s, duly elected and met in
Convention, ha,ing mat urely considered the Constitution fo1·
the United States of America, &c. &c. -x, ·:f * do declare
and make known.
"L 'fhat there are certain natural rights, of which men,
whc11 they form a social compact, cannot dep1·ive their posterity, among which arc the enjoyment of life and liberty,
with tho means of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining happiness and safety."
"lV. That all men have an equal, natural and inalienable
right to the exercise of religion, according to tho dictates of
conscience." * ,~- ,.,. ,'!"VII. T hat,.-all power of suspending laws or tho execution of laws, by any authority, without the consent of the
representatives of the people in the L egislature, is injurious
to their rights, and ought not to be exe1·cised." ,'!- * *
"XV. That tho people have a right to assemble together,
to consult for their common good, or to instruct their representatives, and that any person has a right to petition, or
apply to the legislature ior a redress of grievances." * -x•
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,: XYI. That tho people have a right to freedom of speech
and of writing and publishing their sentiments. That freedom
of the press is one of the greatest bulwarks of liberty, anJ
ought not to be violated.
u U nde1· these impressions, and declaring that the rights
aforesaid cannot bo ahridged, and that the explanations
aforesaid are consistent with the said Oonstitntitm, and in
confidence that tho amendment hereinafter mentioned will
receirn au early and mature deliberation, and conformable
to the 5th article of said Constitution, speedily become parts
thereof.-We, tho said delegates, in tho name, and on behalf
of the people of the ::5tate of Rhode Island and P rovidence
Plantations, do by these presents assent to and ratify the
saaid Constitution."
George Washington said in a letter to J. Fenton Mercer,
" It is among my first wishes to see some plan adopted by
which slaYery in this country may be abolished by law." In
his will, penned by his own hand, he gave freedom to all his
slaves.
Thomas Jefferson, in his Notes on Virginia, says:
"The whole commerce between master and sla,e is a perpetual exercise of the most boisterous passions; of unremitting despotism 011 the one part, and degrading submission on
the other ;~ * With tho morals of the people, their
industry is destroyed * * * Indeed, I tremble for my
country when I reflect that God is just, and thai his justice
cannot sleep for ever; that, considering numbers, nature and
natural means only, a revolution of the wheel of fortune, an
exchange of situations, is among possible events; that it may
become probable by supernatural interference I The Almighty
bas no attribute which can take sides with us in such a
contest.
" What an incomprehensible machine is man, who can endure toil, famine, stripes, imprisonment and death itself, in
vindication of his own liberty, and the next moment be deaf
to all those motives whose power supported him through his
trial, and inflict on his fellow men a bondage, one hour of
which is fraught with more misery than ages of that which
he rose in r cbelhon to oppose."
"Yon know that nobody wishes more ardently to sec an
abolition, not only of the trade, but of the condition of slave-
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ry; and certainly, no one will be more willing to encounter
every sacrifice for that object.
*
,f
*
i(,
"In the very first session held under the Ru publican Government, the .Assembly passed a law- for the perpetual prohibition of the importation of slaves. 'rhis will in some
measure, stop the increase of this great political and moral
evil, while.the minds of our citizens may be referred to a
complete emancipation of human natm·e."
James Madison declared it "wrong to admit in the constitution the idea that there could be property in man."
The word slave is not found in any of its provisions.
In the Virginia Convention that ratified the constitution,
Patrick H enry, ( a member of the Federal Convention,) said
that Congress, by the constitution, had " power to pronounce
all slaves free." "There is," said he, "no ambiguous implication or logical deduction. The papm· speaks to the point.

They have the power in clear and 1,nequivocal terms, and
will clearly and certainly exercise it.''

In the same Convention, Gov. Randolph said:
" They insist that the abolition of slavery will result from
this constitution. I hope there is no one here who will advance an objection so dishonorable to Virginia. I hope t hat
at the moment they are securing the rights of their citizens,
an objection will not be started that those unfortunate men
now held in bondage, BY THE OPERATION OF THE GENERAL
GovERNMENT may be made FREE."
•
With this understanding the constitution was ratified by
Virginia.
Gen. Wilson, another member of the Federal Convention,
from Pennsylvania, assured the people of that State that the
Constitution " laid a foundation for banishing slavery out of
the country."
Wm. Pinckney, of Maryland, in the House of Delegates of
that State, more than sixty years ago, speaking on this subject
said :
" I f sla,~cry was to be continued, the principles of liberty would be corrupted and undermined. The habit of
thinking that the great rights of human nature can be trampled upon, will have prepared men for usurpation; and those

who have been habituated to lord it over others, will become
base enough to let other lord it over them."
CONSTITUTION ON SLAVERY.

The people in this country have the right to interpret the
constitution. The constitution recognizes the existence of
slavery; but we submit that it no more sanctions it than the
Mosiac law does the evils existing at the time of its promulgation.
We quote all that the constitution contains on this subject.
First, the following clause of 1st article and 2d section :
"Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned
among the several States which may be included within this
Union, according to their respective numbers, which shall be
determined by adding to the whole number of free persons,
including those bound to service for a term of years, a::d
excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all other persons."
This clause is the result of a compromise growing out of
a proposition made in Congress in 1 783, to apportion the
assessment of taxes upon the basis of population. The South
contended that the slaves were mere property, and should
not be counted at all. The North resisted this. The contest was settled April, 1783, and it was agreed that three
fifths only of the slaves shvuld be counted. The slave-holding States have, by the arrangement, more representatives in
Congress, than an equal number of white persons in other
States. They are liable to a greater tax in proportion, when
taxes are raised by direct assessment. Practically this liability to taxation is of little importance, as direct taxes on
property ha,e rarely been laid.
The next clause cited in this connection is the 9th section
of article 1st.
"The migration or importation of such persons as any of
the States now existing shall think propt:lr to admit, shall
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808.
The opinion both in this country and in E ngland at that
time, that the abolition of the slave trade was, in fact, the
abolition of slavery. This provision was intended to work
2
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the final extinction of the entire system of slavery. It ma.tars not to the argument, that this proved a mistake. The
intention is shown. It was a mistake of judgment not of intention. The States previous to the formation of1he Union
had the power to import slaves and might have continued to
do so, but by becoming parties to the compact, and members
of the Union, they gave up all right to prosecute the slave
trade after 1808.
The only remaining clause bearing on this subject is from
article 4th, section 2d:
'' No person held to service or labor in one State, under
the laws thereof; escaping into another, shall in consequence
of any Jaw or regulation therein, be discharged from such
service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the
party to whom such service or labor may be due."
FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW.

Whatever may be said about this provision; whether it
was intended to be addressed,-as some able constitutional
lawyers have held,-to the State Legislature, or whether
Congress was authorized to pass au act upon it, the clause
contains no sanction of slavery. It was on the part of the
Constitutional Convention a simple recognition of tho existence of slavery under State laws, carefully couched in such
general terms as to give no moral support of slavery, or, as it
was expressed in the convention, so as not to give countenance
to the idea that slavery could be "legal in a moral point of
view." On the part of the people who adopted the constitution, and really gave it being as law; there is good reas,rn to
believe that it was not generally understood as having any
application to slavery. 1'he clauses of the constitution must
be rendered in harmony with the fundamentel principles of
the instrument : agreeable to the rule that the greater gov.
erns the less. The present Fugitive Slave Act,-as it is
c~lled,--practically suspends the writ of habeas corpus and
denies the right of trial by jury, on the most important right
of man, that of personal liberty. The Southern States would
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do well to sec that in socking, tbrough tho power of the ]!'edcral Government, the rendition of fugith-o sla,es, they arc
sub,crting the doctrine of State rights which they profess to
hold of such paramount importance.
FREEDOM NATIONAL.

This gornrnment is founded on the idea that man is more
than his circumstances. In the early days, the great champions
of free<lom were citizens of slave States. The people wore
jealous of their rights. Inured to the hard,,hips of war, contending for liberty and indcpcndcnco at every hazard,-frcedom was their natw·al elemcnt,- and as llurke snid, 11 they
snuffed the approach of tyranny in the tainted breeze." W c
harn an exposition of this spirit in the articles of amendmcut
to the constitution and in the following words:
11
No person shall be
*
- ~*
deprived of life,
liberty or property without duo process of law."
The constitution is so framed that slavery iii all the States
may be abolished and the constitution stand aud be fully opcrati,c. But those essential and fundamental rights and
privileges which it has sanctioned and guaranteed, the writ
of habeas corpus, the tl"ial by jury, the freedom of speech
and of the press, cannot be OYerthrown and the constitution
stand. Law and liberty, under the constitution, are harmonious.
Government bas attained its highest perfection only when
it reaches and protects tho most abject subject of its laws, and
that such is the aim of our government, the humblest citizen
may comprehend from the perspicuous and simple language
of its constitution. 'l'hc inteution of our government is that
its administration should be directed by certain fundamental
principles of right and justice. -Whene,er this is changed,
we leave our simplicity and re,ert towards those forms of
go,ernment which we claim to havo discarded.
We may well beware of that political interposition which
has sought to divert the tide of om· national affairs from its
old channels into new courses-of that class of politicians
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who introduce their views of government by first deriding
the Declaration t>f Iodependcnce-calliug it a "rhetorical
flourish," 11 an eloquent and passionate manifesto of a revolutionary war," mere "glittering and sounding generalities of
natural right"-of that party, whatever name it wears, which
l1ails such champions as fit opponents of its principles.
We have seen that in all parts of thP- country, the universal
understanding was that the founders of the government intended to restrict and discourage slavery. What change has
been wrought in this regard, the history of Congressional
action on the subject will determine.
CHANGE IN POLICY.

Daniel Webster in his speech :March 7th, 1850, on the
Compromise mcasm·es, alluding to this change, said, 11 I suppose this, sir, is owing to the rapid growth and sudden ex.
tension of the COTTON plantations of the South. So far as
o.uy motive consistent with honor, justice, and general judgment could act, it was the cor·roY interest that gave a new
desire to promote slavery, to spread it, and to use its labor."
T he prohibition of slavery was not applied to the territories
from which L ouisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, Missoul'i, Arkansas, and Florida were mad States. The admission of :Missouri
as a slave State in 1820, was resisted by the party opposed
to the extension of slavery. This contest was adjusted on the
following- terms : Missouri should come into the Union as a
slave State; and that slavery should be prohibited in the
territory acquired from France, North of 36° 30' . This
was unsatisfactory to the North, but it was acquiesced in and
in good faith.
In 1845, T exas was added to the Union, as it was avowed
at the time, and has since been abundantly proved, for the
purpose of strengthening tbe slave interest.
Our limits do not allow of our mentioning in detail a l ong
list (,facts, including the Nullification and Tariff compromise,
the Florida war, carried on at great expense to recover fugitive slaves, the war with Mexico, mainly for the purpose of
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acqumng more slave territory, all of which wore in perversion of tho original purpose of the Federal Go,·ernment.
In 1850, the compromise measures, as they arc called were
adopted, including the Fugitirn Slave Law, a piece of legislation sub,ersive of almost e,ery personal right secured under
the constitution and its ameDdments. The concessions made
i n 1850, like those made in 1820, seem only to have illvited
further a'!gressions from the sla,e power. In 1854, the
lrissouri prohibition was repealed.
T ho vast territory of Texas was admitted under the
Southern construction of the Missouri compromise, which was
that sla,ery should be allowed in all territory South of 36°
30'. This in addition to the admission of Arkansas and
Florida, was the price we paid to secure tho interdiction of
slavery in all tbe territory North of the ~1issouri line. The
abnegation of the prohibiting clause of the :Missouri compromise, viewed in the light of the circumstances attending its
enactment and of the consequences resulting from its abolition, is a fearful commentary upon the character and nature
of the slavery extending policy we arc now considering.The cause of this change can be traced to no principle
contained in the constitution, or to any intention of the men
who framed this government. 'l'he insatiate demands of a
local interest first mo,ed in the matter. The policy of
sla.ery is graded by the emergencies of its despotic necessities; while that of freedom fiuds it,, sanction and guarantee
in the rights of man. Slavery is forced to resort to the expedients and to the precedents of the most barbarous ages
and usages for its justification. Significant in this respect
are the declarations of leading men and of the press in the
sla,e States.
Governor McDuffie in 1~35, when controverting Northern
ideas of labor, declared that tho laboring people, " bleached
or unbleached," were "a dangerous element of the body politic; ho also predicted that "in less than a quarter of a
centut·y the non-slaveholding States would el:ltablish a similar
institution;" and in bis message to the Legislature of South
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Carolina, 1836, he says "domestic sla,ery, therefore, so far
from being a political evil, is the corner stone of our republican edifice."
John C. Calhoun in the Senate chamber in 1837 said :
"Many in the South onco believed that it was a moral and
political e,il. 'l'bat folly and delusion arc gone. We sec it
now in its true light, and regard it as the most safe and
stable basis for free institutions in the world."
Doring the recent National canvass, among many statements made by the press and by public speakers ad"ocating
Mr. Buchanan's election, we quote from the Richmond Examiner tho following:
"Until recently, the defence of slavery has labored under
great difficulties, because its apoligists (fol' t hey were mere
apologic;ts,) took half:way grounds. 'f hey confined the defence of slaYery to mere negro slavery; thel'Cbr gi,ing up
the slavery principle, admitting other forms of slavery to be
wrong.
"The line of defence, l1owc,er, is now changed. The
South now maintains that slavery is right, natural and necessary and does not depend upon difference of OOMPLEXI OX. The laws of the sla,·c States justify the holding of
WUITE .MEN in bondage."
From tho Charleston :\Icrcury, this :
"Slarnry is the natural and normal condition of the laboring man, whether WHITE or black. 'l'he great evil of
Northern free society is, that it is burdened with a servile
class of ~1.EOHA;\'ICS and LABORERS, unfit for self-government, and yet clothed with the attributes and powers of
citizens. :Master and slave is a r elation in society as necessary as that of parent and child; and the Northern States
will yet have to introduce it. 'fhcfr theory of free government is a delusion."
T he slave-holding school, of which South Carolina is tho
acknowledged head, having thus laid down its fundamental
axioms in regard to slavery, direct t he entire slave power in
its action on t he subject. They were not long in arrh-ing at
tho conclusion that sla,ery and liberty stand on equal footing
by virtue of the equali ty of the S tates ; that under the constitution sla,ery may go anywhere and everywhere, without
being questioned in the States and territories.
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During the debate on the compromise measures in 1850,
;)fr. Calhoun, of South Carolina, and Mr. Berrien, of Georgia,
insisted upon this doctrine. They declared the constitution
to be founded on that equilibrium. We submit that the constitution 1vas not formed with reference to any such equalitf.
When it was adopted, all the States save one, were slave
States. We have shown what was the theory, both in the
North and in the South, on the slavery question. Moreover,
the preamble of the constitution does not say we the States,
but, "WE THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED ST.ATES, in order to
form a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic
tranquillity, provide for the common defence, promote the
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty, do ordain and establish this constitution.'' The equality of States
out of which the notion of an equilibrium of slavery and
freedom has been evolved is an unfounded assumption. Yet
the policy pursued by the Pierce administration in Kansas
owed its origin to this method of interpreting the constitution. The doctrine set forth on the slavery question in the
Cincinnati platform, finds its authority and sanction only in
this dogma of slave-holding metaphysics, and Judge Kane
appears to have relied upon it in his remarkable treatment
of Passmore Williamson's case.
How far this doctrine of equilibrium has gained the ascendency in the national politics is a question of the deepest
interest.
CAUSES OF DEFEAT.

The defeat of the Republican party in this last national
contest would indicate, at ffrst view, that the principle of
non-extension was overcome, and that henceforward the idea
that slavery is national would prevail.
The administration party succeeded through their union
with tho slave-holding States. 'l'his union was secured
through the agency of the Cincinnati platform. Without
intending to say that every member of the administration
party is in favor of tho extension of slarnry-we know many
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who arc not-we do say the position occupied and the acts
performed by the dominant party in this nation have been
and are satisfactory to the slave-holding States, which supported the nominees of the Cincinnati platform, because it
supported their construction of the constitution.
The election of Mr. Buchanan is unquestionably due to
this inclination for a pro-slavery policy. But l\Ir. Buchanan,
though his friends at the North increased his vote by display.
ing flags for free Kansas in some cases, and denying or .falsifying the issue in others, did not, after all, receive a majority
of the popular vote.
4,049,~04
The whole vote was
2,958,958
Of which the free States threw
1,090,246
Slave States,
1,834,337
Mr. Buchanan received in all
1,224,750
Free States,
609,587
Slave States,
2,214,867
The entire opposition was
l ,341,8J2
Mr. Fremont had in all,
1,340,618
Free States,
1,194
Slave States,
873,055
Mr. Fillmore ha d in all, Free States,
-.
393,590
Slave States,
479,465
How many of those who voted for Mr. Fillmore can be
claimed in favor of the non-extension of slavery is a question.
Whatever may have been the views of the Fillmore men in
the States of Illinois, Indiana, and P ennsylvania, many of
those who voted for him in the slave States were undeniably
opposed to the course pursued by the Pierce administration
on the slave question. Voting for Mr. F illmore was as far
as non-extensionists could then safely go in the slave States.
We claim, then, the American vote, in part at least, in those
States, as favorable to prohibition. So large a majority of
the popular vote in eleven States can but strengthen the
hands and hearts of our brethren in the slave States, who
would gladly follow the example of their Washington,
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Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Mason, Henry, Randolph, Lee
and Pinckney.
How many of the Fillmore men of Pennsylvania and the
West, who gave the next administration to Mr. Buchanan
and the slave power, hold slavery to be national,-or as na
tional as freedom,-remains to be seen.
•
The enormous falsehood that Mr. Fremont was a Catholic,
may alone and of itself have lost us the election.
THE ISSUE.

In 1848 Mr. Cass run for the Presidency on an issue made
up substantially as that of 1856-Mr. Cass going for noninterference with slavery in the Territories, and Gen. Taylor
going for its prohibition. Mr. Cass was defeated.
In the Congress which preceded the Presidential election
of 1848, the subject which most occupied attention was the
character of the Territcrial governments about to be applied
to Oregon, California and New :Mexico. A proposition to
apply the Wilmot proviso to all lands acquired from Mexico
had been laid upon the table, and an attempt to extend the
l\Iissouri compromise to the Pacific Ocean had failed.
It was at this time that new notions of interpretating the
law-making power over the Territories were introduccd.'fhe rule "that the language of statutes and constitutions
shall be construed, as nearly as possible, consistently with
natural law," was to be laid aside, and in its place the exigencies of slaYcry were urged as the rule by which to conconstrue the meaning of the constitution. It was during this
debate that Mr. Calhoun denounced the Declaration of Independence as" a dangerous error." The contest was carried
on with great excitement, but finally resulted in a victory to
the non-extensionists, and a bill was passed to establish a
T erritorial goYernment in Oregon embodying in its prodsions the Wilmot proviso'. This was a victory for our principle.
The compromise measures of 1850 followed. In 1852
the platforms of both political parties were alike, on this
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issue, which left the policy that triumphed in 1848 without an
organization.
In 1856 the issue which had been in abeyance was presented by a new organization, which needed time to harmonize and cement. That issue is not ephemeral, but once fairly
joiued must subsist till the general government is wholly
pe.n·erted, or finally rescued from the domination of slavery.
T he first struggle, though in point of political form a failure,
is a stupendous moral triumph, before which the friends of
sln.very wa,er and change the whole front of their policy,
disclaiming in the hour of victory what they insisted upon
before the contest. Tho Republican party, having thus constituted itself an acknowledged power behind the throne of
tho incoming administration, has only the comparith,ely easy
task of maintaining the solid ground it has gained.
The theory which obtains in government is of great and
,ital importance. It is something in the nature of a plan to
work by, like the drawings of the architect, without which
the builder would work in ,:rin. Taking hold of the mind
and heart of a people it ultimately controls their action.Nations in this are like individuals. 'f he leading idea is the
controling purpose to whrch, in some form and at some time,
inferior matters will finally submit, and this idea in American
politics is freedom; the theory of the go,ernment is, that it
was established for the security of the rights and liberties of
the whole people.
The cause which called us into being as a party, demands
of all citizens absolute refusal ever to surrender another foot
of free territory to slavery, it demands the triumph throughout the land ofliberty and order, of humanity and intelligence,
and a wise administration of the gov-ernmentEDWARD H.A.RRIS, Chairman,
CHARLES R ANDALL, Secretary,
Rhode Island State Republican Committee.
Providence, February 2d, 1856.

